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Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC 20231 

AMENDMENT UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.111 

Dear Sir: 

Responsive to the Office Action dated May 22, 2001, 
please enter the following amendments in the above captioned 
application. 



IN THE CLAIMS: 

Please amend the Claims as follows, which constitutes a 
marked up copy of the Claims: 

1. (Amended) A method for refining the calculation of 
relevance of a resource on an internet, based on a query for 
relevant resources, through the use of user ratings, 
comprising the steps of: 

implementing a particular user query; 
dis playing results of user query to a userj^ 
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permittin g a user to review said results of said user 
query; 

terminating display of said results to the user; 

upon said termination of said display of results. 
subsequently provi ding to the user a Questionnaire with at 
least one script using at least one form requesting active 
user feedback input from the user, and then, 

calculating the relevancy of a. resource based on a 
particular query; 

rating, by multiple users, said calculation of 
relevancy of the resource; 

collecting said ratings from said multiple users; and 

incorporating -said collected ratings into calculation 
of relevancy of the resource so that said traditional 
calculation methods are refined and more accurate. 

2. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 1, further 
comprising the steps of: 

creating multiple profiles per user and incorporating 
said multiple profiles per user into said calculation of 
relevancy of the resource. 

3. (Amended) The method of Claim 1, wherein the step of 
calculating the relevancy of a resource further comprises 
the steps of 
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providing an internet search engine to the multiple 
users, with said search engine performing said calculating 
of relevancy, said calculating based on traditional methods; 

formulating through the use of said search engine 
calculated relevancy, a query result list of proposed 
resources to visit in response to the particular query; 

the step of rating the relevancy of a resource further 
comprises 

supplying said query result list to the multiple users; 

prompting each of the multiple users to visit resources 
on said query result list and rate the resources visited in 
response to the particular query; 

the step of collecting said ratings further comprises 

gathering a set of evaluations from each of the 
multiple users who have rated said visited resources; and 

the step of incorporating said collected ratings 
further comprises 

modifying said calculation of said search engine 
relevancy for said visited resources particular query based 
on said set of evaluations. 

4. (Amended) [The method of Claim 3] A method for 
refining the calculation of relevance of a resource on an 
Interne t, based on a qruery for relevant resources, through 
the use of user ratings, comprising the steps of: 
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implementing a particular user query; 
calculating the relevancy of a resource based on a 
particular query,- 

rating, by multiple users, said calculation of 
relevancy of the resource; 

collecting said ratings from said multiple users; and 
incorporati ng said collected ratings into calculation 
of rele vancy of the resource so that said traditional 
calculation methods are refined and more accurate, 

wherein the step of calculating the relevancy of a 
resource further comprises the steps of 

providing an Internet search engine to the multiple 
users, with said search engine performing said calculating 
of relevancy, said calculating based on traditional methods; 

formulating through the use of said search engine . 
calculated relevancy, a query result list of proposed 
resources to visit in response to the particular query; 

the step of rating the relevancy of a resource further 
comprises 

supplying said query result list to the multiple users; 

prompting each of the multiple users to visit resources 
on said query result list and rate the resources visited in 
response to the particular query; 

the step of collecting said ratings further comprises 
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gathering a set of evaluations from each of the 
multiple users who have rated said visited resources; and 

the step of incorporating said collected ratings 
further comprises 

modifying said calculation of said search engine 
relevancy for said visited resources particular cruery based 
on said set of evaluations; 

[further comprising the step of; J 

providing, to a user, a means for creating multiple 
profiles consisting of various demographic and psychographic 
data, the user is any one of the multiple users; 

creating, by the user, said multiple profiles; 

providing, to the user, a- means of selecting one 
profile from said multiple profiles; and, 

selecting, by a user, said one profile prior to 
submitting the particular query. 

5. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 4, said one profile 
comprises data for personal related searches. 

6. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 4, said one profile 
comprises data for business related searches. 

7. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 4, further 
comprising the step of: 
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combining said set of evaluations from multiple users 
with said selected profiles of the multiple users so that 
the relevancy rating system is further refined. 

8. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 4, further 
comprising the step of modifying said multiple profiles for 
the purpose of updating information in said profiles. 

9. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 8, said modifying 
step further comprises deleting said multiple profiles for 
the purpose of removing a user. 

10. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 4, further 
comprising the step of modifying said one profile for the 
purpose of updating information in said profile. 

11.. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 10, said modifying 
step further comprises deleting said one profile for the 
purpose of. removing one of a user's multiple profiles. 

12. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 8, further 
comprising the step of recalculating, by said search engine, 
the relevancy of the resource in response to said modifying 
said multiple profiles. 
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13. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 9, further 
comprising the step of calculating, by said search engine, a 
new relevancy of the resource in response to said deleting 
said multiple profiles. 

14. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 10, further 
comprising the step of recalculating, by said search engine, 
the relevancy of the resource in response to said modifying 
said one profile. 

15. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 9, further 
comprising the step of calculating, by said search engine, a 
new relevancy of the resource in response to said deleting 
said one profile. 

16. (Amended) The method of Claim 3, further comprising 
the step of implementing anti-spamming measures to prevent 
rogue [said] feedback from adversely affecting said search 
engine relevancy rating system. 

17. (Unchanged) The method of Claim 3, said step of 
gathering a set of evaluations from each of the multiple 
users who have rated said visited resources further 
comprises 
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providing a web browser modified to accept user 
evaluations; and 

transmitting gathered evaluations to said search 
engine . 

18. (Amended) [The method of Claim 3] A method ~f or 
refining the calculation of relevance of a resource on an 
Internet, based on a query for relevant resources, through 
the use of user ratings, comprising the steps of: 
implementing a particular user query; 
calculating the relevancy of a resource based on a 
particular query; 

rating, by multiple users, said calculation of 
relevancy of the resource; 

collecting said ratings from said multiple users; and 
incorporating said collected ratings into calculation 
of relevancy of the resource so that said traditional 
calculation methods are refined and more accurate, 

wherein the step of calculating the relevancy of a 
resource further comprises the steps of 

providing an Internet search engine to the multiple 
users, with said search engine performing said calculating 
of relevancy, said calculating based on traditional methods; 
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formulating through the use of said search engine 
calculated relevancy, a query result list of proposed , 
resources to visit in response to the parcicular query^ 

the step of rating the relevancy of a resource further 
comprises 

supplying said query result list to the multiple users; 
prompting each of the multiple users to visit resources 
on said query result list and rate the resources visited in 
response to the particular query; 

the step of collecting said ratings further comprises 
gathering a set of evaluations from each of the 
multiple users who have rated said visited resources; and 

the step of incorporating said collected ratings 
further comprises 

modifying said calculation of said search engine 
relevancy for said visited resources particular query based 
on said set of evaluations , 

said step of gathering a set of evaluations from each 
of the multiple users who have rated said visited resources 
further comprises 

providing a first web form on the search engine home 

page ,- 

providing a second web form on the search engine 
results page; and 
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transmitting to said search engine, via said first web 
form and via said second web form, said gathered 
evaluations . 

19. (Amended) An apparatus for refining the calculation 
of relevance of a resource on an Internet, based on a query 
for relevant resources, through the use of user ratings, 
comprising: 

a means for obtaining a particular query, the 
particular query obtained from a user; 

yidep-gisplav displaying r esults of user query to a 
User ar;fl time-measuring means per m itting ^ user t 9 rpvip^ 
said results Of said us ffr query 

- cessation means terminating display of said results to 
the user; 

upon said termination pf said display of results sai(j 
time-measuring means sijfrsequant- ^ v providing, to the user a 
questionnai re with a t le ast one script using at least one 
form requesting active user feedback f?rom the u §<j>r. 

a means for calculating the relevancy of a resource 
based on a particular query, said calculating is based on 
traditional calculation methods; 

a means for rating said calculation of relevancy of the 
resource; 

a means for collecting said ratings from the multiple 
users; and 
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a means for incorporating said collected ratings into 
the calculation of relevancy of the resource so that said 
traditional calculation methods are refined and more 
accurate. 

20 . (Unchanged) The apparatus of "Claim- 19, further 
comprising: 

a means for creating multiple profiles per user and a 
means for incorporating said multiple profiles per user into 
said calculation of relevance of the resource. 

21. (Amended) The apparatus of Claim 19, wherein 
said means for calculating the relevancy of a 

resources further comprises 

a means for providing an Internet search 
engine to the multiple users, with said search engine 
performing said calculating of relevancy; 

a means for formulating query result list of 
proposed resources to visit in response to the particular 
query, said search engine calculated relevancy is used for 
formulating said query result list; 
said means for rating the relevancy of a resource 
further comprises 

a means for supplying said query result list 
to the multiple users; 
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a means for prompting each of the multiple 
users to visit resources on said query result list and rate 
the resources visited in response to the particular query; 
said means for collecting said ratings further 
comprises 

a means for gathering a set of • evaluations^ 

from each of the multiple users who have rated said visited 
resources; and said means for incorporating said collected 
ratings further comprises 

a means for modifying said calculation of 
said search engine relevancy for said visited resources 
particular query based on said set of evaluations. 

22. (Amended) [The apparatus of Claim 21] An apparatu s 
for refining the calculation of relevance of a resource on 
an internet, based on a query for relevant resources, 
through the use of user ratings, comprising: 

a means for obtaining a particular query, the 
particular query obtained from a user; 

a means for calculating the relevancy of a resource 
based on a particular query, said calculating is based on 
traditional calculation methods,- 

a means for rating said calculation of relevancy of the 
resource; 
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a means for collecting said ratings from the multiple 
users ; 

a means for incorporating said collected ratings into 
the calculation of relevancy of the resource so that said 
traditional calculation methods are refined and more 
accurate; 

said means for calculating the relevancy of a 
resources further comprises 

a means for providing an internet search 
engine to the multiple users , with said search engine 
performing said calculating of relevancy; 

a means for formulating query result list of 
proposed resources to visit in response to the particular 
query, said search engine calculated relevancy is used for 
formulating said query result list; 

said means for rating the relevancy of a resource 
further comprises 

a means for supplying said query result list 
to the multiple users,- 

a means for prompting each of the multiple 
users to visit resources on said query result list and rate 
the resources visited in response to the particular query; 

said means for collecting said ratings further 
comprises 
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a means for gathering a set of evaluations from each of 
the multiple users w ho have rated said visited resources: 

said means for incorporati ng said collected 
ratings further comprises 

a means for modifying said calculation of 
said search engine relevancy for said visited resources 
particular query based on said set of evaluations; 

said apparatus further comprising: 
■ a means for creating multiple profiles consisting 
of various demographic and psychographic data, the user 
being one of the multiple users; and, 

a means for selecting said one profile prior to 
submitting the particular query. 

23 . (Unchanged) The apparatus of Claim 22, said one 
profile comprises data for personal related searches. 

.24. (Unchanged) The apparatus of Claim 22, said one 

- prof ile comprises data for business related searches. 

25. (Unchanged) The apparatus of Claim 22, further 
comprising : 

a means for combining said set of evaluations from 

- multiple users with said selected profiles of the multiple 
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users so. that the relevancy rating system is further 
refined. 

26. (Unchanged) The apparatus of Claim 22, further 
comprising a means for modifying said multiple profiles for 
the purpose of updating information in said profiles. 

27. (Unchanged) The apparatus of Claim 26, said means 
for modifying further comprises a means for deleting said 
multiple profiles for the purpose of removing a user. 

28. (Unchanged) . The apparatus of Claim 22, further 
comprising a means for modifying said one profile for the 
purpose of updating information in said profile. 

29. (Unchanged) The apparatus of Claim 28, said means 
for modifying further comprises a means for deleting said 
one profile for the purpose of removing one of a user's 
multiple profiles. 

30. (Unchanged) The apparatus of Claim 26, further 
comprising a means for recalculating, by said search engine, 
the relevancy of the resource in response to said modifying 
said multiple profiles. 
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31. (Unchanged) The apparatus of Claim 27, further 
comprising a means for calculating a new relevancy of the 
resource in response to said deleting said multiple 
profiles . 

32. (Unchanged) The apparatus of Claim 28, further 
comprising a means for recalculating the relevancy of the 
resource in response to said modifying said one profile. 

. 33. (Unchanged) The apparatus of Claim 27, further 
comprising a means for calculating a new relevancy of the 
resource in response to said deleting said one profile. 

34. (Unchanged) The apparatus of Claim 21, further 
comprising a means for implementing anti-spamming measures 
to prevent rogue [said] feedback from adversely affecting 
said search engine relevancy rating system. 

35. (Unchanged) The apparatus of Claim 21, said means 
for gathering a set of evaluations from each of the multiple 
users who have rated said visited resources further 
comprises 

a means for providing a web browser modified to accept 
user evaluations; and 
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a means for transmitting gathered evaluations to said 
search engine. 

36 . (Amended) [The apparatus of Claim 21] An apparatus 
for refining the calculation of relevance of a resource on 
an internet, based on a query for relevant resources, 
through the use of user ratings, comprising: 

a means for obtaining a particular query, the 
particular query obtained from a user; 

a means for calculating the relevancy of a resource 
based on a particular query, said calculating is based on 
traditional calculation methods; 

a means for rating said calculation of relevancy of the 
resource; 

a means for collecting said ratings from the multiple 
users ; 

a means for incorporating said collected ratings into 
the calculation of relevancy of the resource so that said 
traditional calculation methods are refined and more 
accurate; 

said means for calculating the relevancy of a 
resources further comprises 

a means for providing an internet search 
engine to the multiple users, with said search engine 
performing said calculating of relevancy; 
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a means for formulating query result list of 
proposed resources to visit in response to the particular 
query, said search engine calculated relevancy is used for 
formulating said query result list; 

said means for rating the relevancy of a resource - 
further comprises 

a means for supplying said query result list 
to the multiple users; 

a means for prompting each of the multiple 
users to visit resources on said query result list and rate 
the resources visited in response to the particular query; 
said means for collecting said ratings further 
comprises 

a means for gathering a set of evaluations 
from, each of the, multiple users who have rated said visited 
resources ; 

said means for incorporating said collected 
ratings further comprises 

a means for modifying said calculation of 
said search engine relevancy for said visited resources 
particular query based on said set of evaluations; 

said means for gathering a set of evaluations from each 
of the multiple users who have rated said visited resources 
further comprises 
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a means for providing a first web form on the search 
engine home page; 

a means for providing a second web form on the search 
engine results page; and 

a means for transmitting to said search engine said 
gathered evaluations. 

37. (Allowed) A method for improving search engine 
efficiency using user feedback, comprising the steps of: 
creating and modifying a user profile record; 
recording user searches; 

recording user ratings of search results; 

identifying relevant elements of said user profile 
record with respect to said user searches; 

calculating relevancy coefficients based on said 
recorded user ratings and said user profile record; 
grouping said search results; and, 

recalculating of said relevancy coefficients based on 
said grouping of said results. 

38. (Allowed) An apparatus for improving search engine 
efficiency using user feedback, comprising: 

a means for creating and modifying a user profile 
record; 

a means for recording user searches; 
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a means for recording user ratings of search results ; 

a means for identifying relevant elements of said user 
profile record with respect to said user searches; 

a means for calculating relevancy coefficients based on 
said recorded user ratings and said user profile record; 

a means for grouping said search results; and, 

a means for recalculating of said relevancy 
coefficients based on said grouping of said results. 
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A clean copy of the Claims is as follows: 



1. A method for refining the calculation of relevance 



of a resource on an Internet, based on a query for relevant 
resources, through the use of user ratings, comprising the 
steps of \ 

implementing a particular user query; 
displaying results of user query to a user; 
permittincXa user to review said results of said user 
query; V 

terminating display of said results to the user; 
upon said termination of said display of results, 
subsequently providing^ to the user a questionnaire with at 
least one script using at least one form requesting active 
user feedback input from rshe user, and then, 

calculating the relevancy of a resource based on a 
particular query; \ 

rating, by multiple users\ said calculation of 
relevancy of the resource; \ 

collecting said ratings f rom ssaid multiple users; and 
incorporating said collected ratings into calculation 
of relevancy of the resource so that s&id traditional 
calculation methods are refined and mora accurate . 




2. The method of Claim 1, further 



comprising the steps 



creating multiple profiles per user and incorporating 
saidWtiple profiles per user into said calculation of 
relevakcy of the resource. 



3. Thfe method of claim l, wherein the step of 
calculating \he relevancy of a resource further comprises 
the steps of 

providing aV internet search engine to the multiple 
users, with said sWrch engine performing said calculating 
of relevancy, saidJ^LetfrShrig based on traditional methods ,- 

formulating thrj^-tfie use of said search engine 
calculated relevancy, \a\query result list of proposed 
resources to visit in 'response to the particular query,- 

. .the step of rating thdy relevancy of a resource further 
comprises 

supplying said query result list to the multiple users; 

prompting each of the multiple users to visit resources 
on said query result list and ral\ the resources visited in 
response to the particular query; 

the step of collecting said ratings further comprises 

gathering a set of evaluations fr\m each of the 
multiple users who have rated said visited resources; and 
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the step of incorporating said collected ratings 
further composes 

modifying^ajld calculation of said search engine 
relevancy for sai\ visited resources particular query based 
on said set of evaluations. 



^ij X a method for refining the calculation of relevance 
of a resource on an Internet, based on a query for relevant 
resources^ through the use of user ratings, comprising the 
steps of : \ 

implementing a particular user query; 
calculating^ the relevancy of a resource based on a 
particular query; \ 

rating, by multiple users, said calculation of 
relevancy of the resource; 

collecting said ratings from said multiple users; and 
incorporating said collected ratings into calculation 
of relevancy of the resource, so that said traditional 
calculation methods are refined and more accurate, 

wherein the step of calculating the relevancy of a 
resource further comprises the steos of 

providing an Internet search engine to the multiple 
users, with said search engine perforrKing said calculating 
of relevancy, said calculating based onVraditional methods; 
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formulating through the use of said search engine 
calculated relevancy, a query result list of proposed 
resourced to visit in response to the particular query; 

the Istep of rating the relevancy of a resource further 
comprises \ 

supplying said query result list to the multiple users,- 
promptingWch of the multiple users to visit resources 
on said query reWt list and rate the resources visited in 
response to the particular query,- 

the step of collecting said ratings further comprises 
gathering a set df evaluations from each of the 
multiple users who have\rated said visited resources,- and 

the step of incorporating said collected ratings 
further comprises \ 

modifying said calculation of said search engine 
relevancy for said visited resources particular query based 
on said set of evaluations; \ 

providing, to a user, a meaNns for creating multiple 
profiles consisting of various demographic and psychographic 
data, the user is any one of the multiple users,- 

creating, by the user, said multiple profiles,- 

providing, to the user, a means o\ selecting one 
profile from said multiple profiles; and\ 

selecting, by a user, said one profiTe prior to 
submitting the particular query. 
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\. The method of Claim 4, said one profile comprises 
data f&r personal related searches. 

6. The method of Claim 4, said one profile comprises 
data for business related searches. 

7. The method of Claim 4, further comprising the step 

of: \ 

combining sard set of evaluations from multiple users 
with said selected profiles of the multiple users so that 
the relevancy rating sVspsm is further refined. 

8. The method of Cla\m 4, further comprising the step 
of modifying said multiple \rofiles for the purpose of 
updating information in said V^°f iles . 

9. The method of Claim 8, s\id modifying step further 
comprises deleting said multiple profiles for the purpose of 
removing a user. \ 

10. The method of Claim 4, furtheX comprising the step 
of modifying said one profile for the purpose of updating 
information in said profile. \ 
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ill. The method of Claim 10, said modifying step further 
comprises deleting said one profile for the purpose of 
removing^ one of a user's multiple profiles. 

12. THe method of Claim 8, further comprising the step 
of recalculating, by said search engine, the relevancy of 
the resource i\ response to said modifying said multiple 
profiles . 

13 T The method\of Claim 9, further comprising the step 
of calculating, by sa\d search engine, a new relevancy of 
the resource in response 
profiles . 



:o said deleting said multiple 



14. The method of Claim 10, further comprising the step 
of recalculating, by said search engine, the relevancy of 
the resource in response to sa\d modifying said one profile. 

15. The method of Claim 9, father comprising the step 
of calculating, by said search engine, a new relevancy of 
the resource in response to said deleting said one profile. 



16. The method of Claim 3, further Comprising the step 
of implementing anti-spamming measures to prevent rogue 
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feedback from adversely affecting said search engine 
relevancy Vating system. 



17. The rtiethod of Claim 3, said step of gathering a set 
of evaluations 



rated said visitec 



rdlrTeach of the multiple users who have 
.resources further comprises 
providing a web\browser modified to accept user 
evaluations; and 

transmitting gathered evaluations to said search 
engine , 

Isg. A method for refining the calculation of relevance 
■of a resource on an internet, based on a query for relevant 
. resources \through the use of user ratings, comprising the 
steps of: 

implementing a particular user query; 

calculating\the relevancy of a resource based on a 
particular query; 

rating, by multiple users, said calculation of 
relevancy of the resource; 

collecting said ratings from said multiple users; and 

incorporating said coMected ratings .into calculation 
of relevancy of the resourceNso that said traditional 
calculation methods are refined and more accurate, 



27 

69- 



^herein the step of calculating the relevancy of a 
resourcte further comprises the steps of 

providing an Internet search engine to the multiple 
users, witY said search engine performing said calculating 
of relevant said calculating based on traditional methods,- 

formulatYng through the use of said search engine 
calculated releVancy, a query result list of proposed 
resources to visk in response to the particular query; 

the step of rking the relevancy of a resource further 
comprises \ 

supplying said quVy result list to the multiple users; 
prompting each of tftfi multiple users to visit resources 
on said query result list \nd rate the resources visited in 
response to the particular query; 

the step of collecting skid ratings further comprises 
gathering a set of evaluations from each of the 
multiple users who have rated sa^fi visited resources; and 

the step of incorporating said\collected ratings 
further comprises \ 

modifying said calculation of said\search engine 
relevancy for said visited resources particular query based 
on said set of evaluations, \ 

said step of gathering a set of evaluations from each 
of the multiple users who have rated said visited resources 
further comprises x 
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providing a first web form on che search engine home 

page; 

providing a second web form on the search engine 
results page; \nd 

transmitting to said search engine, via said first web 
form and via said \econd web form, said gathered 
evaluations . 



An apparatus for refining the calculation of 
relevance of a resource on an Internet, based on a query for 
relevant Resources , through the use of user ratings, 
comprising : 

a means \or obtaining a particular query, the 
particular query obtained from a user; 

video-displky displaying results of user query to a 
user and time-measujring means permitting a user to review 
said results of said\iser query; 

cessation means tferm^aa^ing display of said results to 
the user; -~ — 

upon said terminaticbAof said display of results said 
time-measuring means subsequently providing to the user a 
questionnaire with at least orfe script using at least one 
form requesting active user feedback from the user, 

a means for calculating the relevancy of a resource 
based on a particular query, said calculating is based on 
traditional calculation methods; 
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for rating said calculation of relevancy of the 



resource; 

a meanX for collecting said ratings from the multiple 
users; and 

a means foV incorporating said collected ratings into 
the calculation o\relevancy of the resource so that said 
traditional calculation 
accurate . 



methods are refined and more 



20. The apparatus ofYlaim 19, further comprising: 

a means for creating multiple profiles per user and a 



means for incorporating said 
said calculation of relevance c 



.tiple profiles per user into 
the resource. 



21. The apparatus of Claim lA wherein 
■ said means for calculating the Relevancy of a 
resources further comprises 

a means for providing an Internet Nsearch 
engine to the multiple users, with said ^arch engine 
performing said calculating of relevancy; 

a means for formulating query result lUt of 
proposed resources to visit in response to tfle particular 
query, said search engine calculated relevances used for 
formulating said query result list; 
said means for rating the relevancy of a resourc\ 
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rurther comprises 

a means for supplying said query result list ' 
to \he multiple users; 

means for prompting each of the multiple 
users visit resources on said query result list and rate 
the resources visited in response to the particular query; 
said means\for collecting said ratings further 
comprises 

a means £Vr gathering a set of evaluations 
from each of thAmultiple users who have rated said visited 
resources; and sard means for incorporating said collected 
ratings further com^ria^g^ 



a means for modifying said calculation of 
said search engine relevancy for said visited resources 
particular query based on\said set of evaluations. 



22. An apparatus for refining the calculation of 
relevance of a resource on an internet, based on a query for 
relevant resources, through the u^e of user ratings, 
comprising ; 

a means for obtaining a particular query, the 
particular query obtained from a user; 

a means for calculating the relevakcy of a resource 
based on a particular query, said calculating is based on 
traditional calculation methods; 
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a means for rating said calculation of relevancy of the 
resource; 

means for collecting said ratings from the multiple 

users; 

a means for incorporating said collected ratings into 
the calculation of relevancy of the resource so that said 
traditional \alculation methods are refined and more 
accurate; 

said meansVor calculating the relevancy of a 
resources f urtheAcomprises 

• a means for providing an internet search 
engine to the multi P \e usefs. with said search engine 

i fing of relevancy; 
a means for formulating query result list of 
proposed resources to vis\t in response to the particular 
query, said search engine calculated relevancy is used for 
formulating said query result list; 

said means for rating the\relevancy of a resource 

further comprises 

a means for supplying said q^ry result list 

to the multiple users; 

a means for prompting each of tns multiple 
users to visit resources on said queryVesult list and rate 
the resources visited in response to theV particular query; 

said means for collecting said ratings further 
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comprises 

a means for gathering a set of evaluations from each of 
the multiple users who have rated said visited resources ; 

SBid means for incorporating said collected 
ratings\f urther comprises 

a mefcns for modifying said calculation of 
said search engine relevancy for said visited resources 
particular qAery based on said set of evaluations; 
said appa\atus further comprising: 
a means foA creating multiple profiles consisting 
of various demographic and psychographic data, the user 
being one of the multiple users; and, 

a means for selfectjU*^ said one profile prior to 
submitting the partic\l vf^quezy . 



23. The apparatus o\ Claim 22, said one profile 
comprises data for personal related searches. 

24. The apparatus of Claim 22, said one profile 
comprises data for business relVted searches. 



25. The apparatus of Claim 22\ further comprising: 
a means for combining said setW evaluations from 
multiple users with said selected profiles of the multiple 




ushers so that the relevancy rating system is further 
reined. 

. The apparatus of Claim 22, further comprising a 
means f\r modifying said multiple profiles for the purpose 
of updating information in said profiles . 

27. TheXapparatus of Claim 26, said means for modifying 
further comprises a means for deleting said multiple 
profiles for th<k purpose of removing a user. 



28. The appara) 
means for modifying 



u^ofl 



Claim 22, further comprising a 



id one profile for the purpose of 



updating information i\ said profile. 

29. The apparatus of\Claim 28 f said means for modifying 
further comprises a means $or deleting said one profile for 
the purpose of removing one af a user's multiple profiles 



30. The apparatus of Claim ^6, further comprising a 
means for recalculating, by said ^earch engine, the 
relevancy of the resource in respoi^e to said modifying said 
multiple profiles. 
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31. The apparatus of Claim 27, further comprising a 
mea\s for calculating a new relevancy of the resource in 
response to said deleting said multiple profiles. 



32.\he apparatus of Claim 28, further comprising a 
means for recalculating the relevancy of the resource in 
sponse to \aid modifying said one profile. 



re 



33. The appVatus of Claim 27, further comprising a 



means for calculating a new relevancy of the resource in 
response to said deleting said one profile. 



34. The apparatus a 



: Claim 21, further comprising a 



means 



for implementing an\i-spamming measures to prevent 
rogue feedback from adverse^ affecting said search engine 
relevancy rating system. 



.35. The apparatus of Claim 2V said means for gathering 
a set of evaluations from each of t\e multiple users who 
have rated said visited resources fuAher comprises 

a means for providing a web browse^modif ied to accept 

user evaluations; and 

a means for transmitting gathered evaluations to said 

search engine. 
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36. An apparatus for refining the calculation of 
relevance of a resource on an internet, based on a query for 
relevarlt resources, through the use of user ratings, 
comprisii 

a meaAs for obtaining a particular query, the 
particular query obtained from a user; 

a means fox calculating the relevancy of a resource 
based on a particular query, said calculating is based on 
traditional calculation methods; 

a means for rati\g said calculation of relevancy of the 
resource; 

a means for collectiVf said ratings from the multiple 
users; 

a means for incorporating? said collected ratings into 
the calculation of relevancy of\the resource so that said 
traditional calculation methods a\e refined and more 
accurate; 

said means for calculating the relevancy of a 
resources further comprises 

a means for providing an internet search 
engine to the multiple users, with said search engine 
performing said calculating of relevancy; 

a means for formulating query result lisAof 
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p^posed resources to visit in response to the particular 
querV, said search engine calculated relevancy is used for 
formulating said query result list; 

sa\d means for rating the relevancy of a resource 

further comprises 

a meank for supplying said query result list 

to the multip\e users; 

a means foV prompting each of the multiple 
users to visit resources on said query result list and rate 
the resources visi\d in response to the particular query; 
' said means for collecting said ratings further 
comprises 

a means for gathering aUeT of evaluations 
from each of the multiple ujers who have rated said visited 
resources ; 

said means for incorporating said collected 
ratings further comprises 

a means for modifying said calculation of 
said search engine relevancy for saioWisited resources 
particular query based on said set of Valuations ; 

said means for gathering a set of evaluations from each 
of the multiple users who have rated S aid\isited resources 

further comprises 

a means for providing a first web form o^ the search 

engine home page; 
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a mean\ for providing a second web form on the search 
engine result^ P^§ e J- an & 

a means f oAVransmitting to said search engine said 
gathered evaluations, 



\ 



37. A method for improving search engine 
effici&jicy using user feedback, comprising the steps of: 
creating and modifying a user profile record; 
recording user searches;' 
recordingVuser ratings of search results; 
identifying Velevant elements of said user profile 
record with respect\to said user searches; 

calculating relevancy coefficients based on said 
recorded user ratings and said user profile record; 
grouping said search results; and, 

recalculating of said relevancy coefficients based on 
said grouping of said results. 



38. An apparatus for improving search engine efficiency 
using user feedback, comprising: 

a means for creating and modifying a\user profile 
record; 

a means for recording user searches; 

a means for recording user ratings of searcH\results ; 
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a medns for identifying relevant elements of said user 
profile record with respect to said user searches; 

a means fW calculating relevancy coefficients based on 
said recorded useY ratings and said user profile record; 

a means for grVping said search results; and. 

a means for recalculating of said relevancy 
coefficients based on said grouping of said results. 



REMARKS 

The Office Action of May 22, 2001 and the references 
cited therein have been carefully considered and, in view of 
the amendments herein to the claims and the following 
representations, reconsideration of the application in its 
present form is respectfully requested 

First, it is noted that pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 1.121, 
the amended Claims are presented in both marked-up and clean 
copies. 

In view of the amendment herein of the Claims, it is 
respectfully submitted that the claims more particularly 
point out distinctly claim the method of the present 
invention . 

Concerning the objected Claims with allowable subject 
matter, as noted in paragraphs 12 and 13 of the Examiner • s 
Office Action, Applicant has rewritten Claims 4, 18 and 22 
in independent form, including all of the limitations of the 
related base Claims and" any intervening Claims. Therefore, 
all of the dependent Claims which depend from these 
rewritten objected Claims 4, 18 and 22 are also allowable. 

With respect to paragraph 11 of the Examiner's Ofcie 
Action, Claims 37 and 38 are already allowed. 

. Moreover, Claims 3 and 21 have been amended to correct 
an indefiniteness therein by adding the conjunction 
-wherein" to refer to the method further comprising the 
steps of providing an Internet search engine and the ratings 
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activitires related thereto. Claims 16 and 34 have been 
amended to correct an indef initeness by deleting the 
superfluous word »said» with respect to rogue spamming 
feedback prevention means. 

With respect to the rejection of Claims under 35 USC 
103 based on obviousness, as noted in paragraphs 3-10 of the 

Office Action, in view of the amendments herein jto 

independent Claims 1 and 19, it is respectfully submitted . 
that the rejection of these Claims 1 and 19 under 35 U.S.C. 
103 as being, unpatentable over the combination of US Patent 
No. 6,041,311 of Chislenko and US Patent No. 6,014,665 of 
Culliss should now be withdrawn. 

For example, amended Claims 1 and 19 now recite that at 
the end of the user's research, the system displays the 
results of user query to a user and permits a user to review 
said results of the user query. Thereafter, the system 
terminates display of said results to the user. Upon 
termination of the display of results, the system 
subsequently provides to the user a questionnaire with one 
or more scripts using forms, requesting active user feedback 
from the user, and then calculates the relevancy of a 
resource based on a particular query of the user. 

initially, with respect to the Chislenko '311 and 
Culliss '665 patents cited by the Examiner against the 
Claims, it is important to note that the Chislenko '311 
patent is fundamentally different from the Claims of the 
present application. An exacting reading of Chislenko 's 
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"Field of the invention" section reveals that the subject 
matter of his patent involves - ^scommnding items using 
automated collaborative filtering." The amended Claims of 
the present invention, on the other hand, involve the 
« pr0C ess of ~"rH™ rri« v »ncv determination for Internet 
search engine databases, through the use of n^r feedback ." 
Hence, the point of distinction between the Chislenko patent 
and the amended Claims is the timing of the input, in the 
Chislenko patent, user profiles are created r^ior_££ the 
anticipated search, while in the amended Claims a user 
profile is created after the search. Simply put, 
Chislenko 's user profile is created on the front-end, while 
the user-profile of the present invention is created on the 
back-end. The search results are in the middle. 

This distinction is dispositive to the extent that the 
amended Claims allow the user to rate the individual results 
after they are displayed based on the user's ratings of the 
usefulness of the retrieved sites. This rating creates the 
user profile and the next time the user searches using a 
similar query the user profile will be utilized to retrieve 
appropriate results. Chislenko >311 asks the user to create 
a profile prior to a search. Based on the user input of 
identifying criteria, a user profile is created. The user 
enters his query and the results are displayed based on 
those predefined characteristics and based on other users' 
preferences . 



42 



* 




Culliss x 665, on the other hand, does not prompt each 
of the multiple users to visit web sites on the said query 



-resources associated with key terms in the index, and in no 
• way does- it prompt users to a ctive ly evaluate any prior 
search results submitted to the user. 

'"■*•■ The' use - of ■ active user feedback at the end of the 
user's research, would be discouraged, if not clearly taught 
away from : the front end query of Chislenko or the automated, 
passive analysis of Culliss. 

Thus , the* position of the Examiner that the use of 

- initial . feedback before user research, as in Chislenko *311, 
in conjunction with the passive automated analysis of 

- Cull iss" ^665, is not only not suggested, but would be 
discouraged or taught away by the references relied on. 

■ Therefore"; f in "light of the amendment of the Claims, the 
rejection of the Claims under 35 USC 103 should be 
withdrawn. 

-Applicant' submits that the application is in condition 
for allowance, which allowance is earnestly solicited. 

Applicant requests an extension of time of three (3) 
months. A check for $460*00 is enclosed. 

Please charge any additional fees to Deposit Account 
No. 06-051 5. 



" result list and rate the resources visited in response the 
particular query. Culliss '665 is, in fact, a table of 
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